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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This office action is in response to applicant's response filed on 05/30/2008. 

2. Claims 18-33 are pending. 

3. Claims 1-17 are cancelled. 

4. Claims 18-33 are amended. 

5. The specification and abstract amendment has entered. 

6. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

7. When responding to the Office action, Applicant is advised to clearly point out the 
patentable novelty the claims present in view of the state of the art disclosed by the 
reference(s) cited or the objection made. A showing of how the amendments avoid such 
references or objections must also be present. See 37 C.F.R. 1 .1 1 1(c). 



Response to Arguments 



1 . Applicant, on pages 1 5-1 7, of the remarks, argues in the server apparatus of 
independent claim 18, "Yokoyama et al. and Okada et al. do not teach independently or 
in combination a server apparatus (connected to a processing terminal) for distributing 
an identified program including a program body for running on the processing terminal 
and program specific information for running the program body. Further, claim 18 recites 
that the server apparatus includes, in part, a decision unit operable to (i) distribute only 
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the program body of the identified program to the processing terminal by prohibiting a 
distribution of the program specific information when a terminal ID attached to a 
program request from the processing terminal is recorded in a table of the server 
apparatus and (ii) distribute the program body and the program specific information, as 
the identified program, to the processing terminal when the terminal ID is not recorded 
in the table, wherein the distributed program specific information is for revoking the 
processing terminal from attempting an unauthorized use of the identified program. 

Examiner respectfully disagrees and asserts that Yokoyama discloses that in 
FIG. 2 shows hoe the server 100 performs mobile agent distribution. The server 100 
distributes mobile agents 210 to the home terminals connected to the wide area network 
120 to provide services. This is done by forming multiple groups of distribution 
destinations so that predetermined conditions are met, and then a mobile agent is sent 
to each of these groups. The sending of the mobile agents 210 is performed by the 
mobile agent distribution program 106. When the mobile agents are to be distributed, 
the distribution destinations are divided into groups as needed and a traveling list 201 is 
generated for each group. The mobile agent 210 is generated using this traveling list 
201, service program data 202, and a center signature 203. The mobile agent 210 is 
formed from a necessary service program 21 1 , a traveling list 212 for the group, and the 
center signature 203. Multiple service programs 21 1 can be contained in a single mobile 
agent, but there is no need to execute all the service programs at each of the home 
terminals traveled. The traveling list 212 contains information about the service 
programs to be run at each home terminal. When traveling, the mobile agent 210 
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executes service programs, collects data such as account information at each home 
terminal, and returns to the server 100 when its traveling is completed see paragraph 45 
and fig. 2]. FIG. 6 shows sample contents of the service program data 202. The service 
program data 202 is formed from a set of service program-specific information 601 , 
where there is one service program-specific information 601 for each type of provided 
service. The service program-specific information 601 is formed from a service name 
601a, attributes (e.g., service provider name) 601b, an average execution time 601c, an 
average memory usage 601d, a service price 601 e, a distribution plan 601f, a traveling 
limit time 601 g, and a program body data 601 h. The distribution plan 601f is used to 
determine if distribution times are to be strictly followed or if a certain amount of leeway 
should be given while keeping costs (e.g., communication fees) down. This can be 
selected according to the nature of the provided service [see paragraph 55 and fig. 6]. 
And as shown in FIG. 23, contract data is represented using contract data 2300, where 
mobile telephone information 501 e is added to the contract data 501 from the 
embodiment described above. The mobile telephone information 501 e is formed from 
home terminal connection base station information 2301 and home terminal information 
2302 about home terminals that can establish connections in transceiver mode. When 
sending out a mobile agent, the server 100 first uses the contract data 2300, the fault 
data 313, the log data 314, and the service program 202 data to form, out of the home 
terminals that will be traveled, groups of home terminals capable of connecting in 
transceiver mode. A transceiver mode connection group table 2400, as shown in FIG. 
24, is generated. The transceiver mode connection group table 2400 is formed from a 
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list 2401 of home terminals capable of communicating in transceiver mode, and base 
station ID 2401 . A traveling list is created using these groups as the smallest unit. The 
traveling list is created so that the home terminals in a single traveling list connect to at 
least two base stations. Home terminals that cannot connect to any home terminals in 
transceiver mode are sorted by communication management area and address as in 
the embodiment described above and then put in a group to form a traveling list [see 
paragraphs 123-124 and figs. 23-24]. 

2. Examiner, however, in light of the above submission maintains the previous 
rejections while considering the amendments to the claims as follows: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 8-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Yokoyama et al., Pub. No.: US 2001/0029526 A1 in view of Okada et al., Patent 
Number: 6,049,670. 
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Referring to claims 18-21 , 24, 27, 32 and 33, Yokoyama teaches wherein the 
program includes a program body running on the information processing terminal and 
program specific information for running said program body [paragraph 55 and fig. 6], 
and 

Yokoyama further teaches a decision unit operable to (i) to distribute only the 
program body of the identified program to the information processing terminal by 
prohibiting distribution of the program specific information of the identified program in a 
case where the terminal ID attached to the program obtainment request is recorded in 
the first table [paragraph 124 and fig. 24], and (ii) in case where the terminal ID 
attached to the program obtainment request is not recorded in the first table, add, to the 
first table, the terminal ID and the program specific information, such that the added 
terminal ID and the program specific information have a corresponding relationship 
identified in the first table, and distribute the program body and the program specific 
information, as the identified program to the information processing terminal wherein the 
distributed program specific information is for revoking the information processing 
terminal from attempting an unauthorized use of the identified program [paragraphs 45, 
55, 69 and figs. 2, 13 and 17; mobile agent corresponding to program which includes 
terminal ID and service program data which includes program-specific information (see 
fig. 6)]. Yokoyama does not appear to explicitly teach a table holding unit operable to 
hold a first table identifying a relationship between a previously distributed program and 
a terminal ID; wherein the information processing terminal stores the terminal ID such 
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that the stored terminal ID cannot be re-written externally. However, Okada teaches the 
hidden file method is used in a computer using MSDOS, and the user can only find the 
hidden file by a special operation. Therefore, it becomes very difficult to duplicate the 
terminal identifier and the terminal password if they are written in a hidden file [column 
11, lines 30-34]. Yokoyama and Okada are analogous art because both teach 
software/program distribution system. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to modify the method of Yokoyama to include the hidden file method is used in a 
computer using MSDOS, and the user can only find the hidden file by a special 
operation of Okada because it becomes very difficult to duplicate the terminal identifier 
and the terminal password if they are written in a hidden file, please see KSR 
International Co. v. Teleflex Inc., 550 U.S-, 82 USPQ2d 1385 (2007) for further 
interpretation. 

Referring to claims 22 and 23, Yokoyama teaches wherein the prescribed value 
is a value indicating the number of distributions that the program specific information is 
allowed to be distributed from the server apparatus to the information processing 
terminal [paragraph 11; traveling list corresponding to number of distributions]. 

Referring to claim 25, Yokoyama teaches the server apparatus holds a plurality 
of program specific information which is information that is different for each of the 
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information processing terminal, and holds one program body which is common for 
each information processing terminal [paragraph 55 and fig. 6]. 

Referring to claim 26, Yokoyama teaches wherein the table holding unit holds a 
fifth table identifying a relationship between a program body ID uniquely identifying the 
program body of the identified program and the terminal ID of the information 
processing terminal on which the program body runs [paragraph 55 and fig. 6], and 

Wherein the decision unit, by referring to the fifth table (i) determines that the 
program body of the identified program can be distributed in a case where the program 
ID and the terminal ID attached to the program obtainment request transmitted from the 
information processing terminal are identified in the fifth table as having a 
correspondence and (ii) determines that the program body of the identified program 
cannot be distributed in a case where the program ID and the terminal ID attached to 
the program obtainment request transmitted from the information processing terminal 
are not identified in the fifth table as having a correspondence [paragraph 123-124 and 
figs. 23-24]. 

Referring to claim 28, Yokoyama teaches wherein the identified program further 
includes (i) a program header storing information regarding the program body, and (ii) a 
specific information header storing information regarding the program specific 
information [paragraph 55 and fig. 6], 
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wherein the information processing terminal sends, to the server apparatus, a 
header obtainment request for obtaining the program header and the specific 
information header included in the identified program [paragraph 45 and fig. 2], 

wherein the server apparatus distributes the program header and the specific 
information header to the information processing terminal in a case where the decision 
unit determines that the program body of the identified program can be distributed 
[paragraph 9], and 

wherein the information processing terminal (i) includes a verification unit 
operable to perform a verification based on the program header and the specific 
information header, and (ii) transmits the program obtainment request to the server 
apparatus after the verification is performed by the verification unit [paragraph 45 and 
fig. 2]. 

Referring to claims 29 and 31 , Yokoyama teaches wherein the program header 
contains an identifier capable of uniquely identifying the identified program, and wherein 
the information processing terminal includes another verification unit operable to 
decrypt, using the specific key, the identified program encrypted with the specific key, 
and verify, using the identifier, whether encryption with the specific key is performed 
correctly, the identified program being stored in the memory within the information 
processing terminal [paragraphs 54 and 56]. 
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Referring to claim 30, Yokoyama teaches wherein the program header, the 
program specific information, and the specific information header, of the identified 
program are attached with a digital signature [paragraph 45 and fig. 2; the mobile 
agent 210 is formed from a necessary service program 21 1 which corresponding to the 
program header, the program specific information, and the specific information header; 
a traveling list 212 for the group, and the center signature 203]. 



Conclusion 



THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to YONAS BAYOU whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7610. The examiner can normally be reached on m-f,7:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kambiz Zand can be reached on 571-272-381 1 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Yonas Bayou/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2134 
07/03/2008 

/Kambiz Zand/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2134 



